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August 1972

4 LAWRENCE Alumni Edition

bold diplomacy, political reforms signal new era
The following is an edited text
of the Commencement address by
Television News Correspondent
Nancy Dickerson.

summit and he outlined then that
he was working toward an era of
negotiation, not confrontation.
And unless that could be accomplished, he said a summit was not
. As Dr. Smith said, I came to in the interests of the countries
tell you about WASHINGTON involved nor in the interest of
TODAY, but I am here because I world peace. Now he has gone to
am a woman. And I like that. In Moscow and put on the brakes
the 125 year distinguished history toward eventual confrontation.
of Lawrence University, there has Nixon and Brezhnev signed some
never been a woman commence- agreements that can change the
ment speaker before. The fact world .
that I am here is one more maniFirst of all, the arms agreefestation of what we in Washing- ment. It is the boldest diplomatic
ton call "That Woman Thing."
venture since World War II. It is
The Woman's revolution is here the first time two countries have
- a point that every major signed such an agreement to limit
American politician has come to nuclear weapons. It is the first
realize. Women have had the vote step of that long journey. As
for 51 years - and have used it to Kissinger, himself said, about the
elect men. But the Women's arms agreement , "We have laid
National Political Caucus, the out a road map. Will we follow
action group that was born of this road? .. .Is it automatic? AbsoWomen's Lib , plans to change lutely not. But it lays down a
that. Women make up more than general rule of conduct... At this
half of the electorate . It is simple point it is an aspiration. We would
justice that they be in on the not have signed if we did not
decision making process in this believe there was a chance for
country at all levels of govern- implementing this aspiration."
ment - and that is what the
This step by President Nixon
women's movement is all about. has paved the way for another

"Today is the first time in history that it is great to
be young, gifted and FEMALE."

The glorious thing now is that·
women have a choice: they can
raise children, a noble pursuit,
most certainly, if they wish; but
they can also choose a care~r and
have a reasonable chance to advance in it. Let me paraphi;ase the
late Lorraine Hansberry, the
talented black playwright. who
told Negro college students that
though it was thrilling to be
young and gifted, it was doubly
"dynamic to be young, gifted and
black."
Today it is the fitst time in
history that it is great to be
young, gifted and FEMALE.
Now then , speaking of male
chauvinist pigs , let me talk about
Washington's man of the hour,
Henry Kissinger.
As a presidential favorite, he
inspires jealousy. Lesser men say
he is a dictatorial Prussian and an
egomaniac who craves publicity.
But forget all that: the important
thing is that Kissinger and
President Nixon have set the stage
for a- change of direction and a
change, hopefully, throughout the
world.
It is that change and the
change in domestic politics, that I
want to talk about today: two
major changes which have
occurred in the last few months
which are so profound that they
have altered the entire world into
which you graduate.
First, the summit: what has
happened is that some progress
has been made - not much but
some. Mr. Nixon, whose anticommunist credentials are impeccable, has dared to go to China
and now Russia - he has done
what a liberal democrat probably
could not do; he opened the doors
to China - 20 years ago a man
would have been run out of office
for suggesting it and I presume
that if a liberal democrat had
tried, Mr. Nixon would have been
among the first to criticize. I well
remember a year and a half ago
when four of us interviewed him
for -an hour on live television. As
soon as we got off the air, he said,
"Why didn't any of you ask me
about Red China?" In that conversation I did ask him about a

man , another President to take
another step that could be more
substantive - that could take us
further back, away from the
brink, away from confrontation.
So in that context, I would say
this is a good time to be graduated.
It is a time of new hope . A
time when you can leave here
with the knowledge that men have
taken bold steps to try to avoid
the collision course of total annihilation.
The hope I speak of is very
fragile and becomes more so when
you remember the Viet Nam War .
As the applause dies down for the
summit and as President Nixon
talks of peace, it is less than
candid not to point out that we
are the only country in the world
that is dropping tons and to11£ of
sophisticated bombs, clobbering a
small country half way around the
world. It is only a remote possibility that if the war does not end

vention before. This is unheard of.
What happened, quite simply,
is that after the tragedy in
Chicago in '68 the democrats
knew there had to be changes.

They established a commission for
change which was run by Senator
George McGovern, and they put
through some of the most far
sweeping reforms anyone ever
heard of, and then instead of
ignoring the reforms, the state
parties adhered to them and as a
result, 95% of the 3,016 voting
delegates were elected in primaries
or caucuses or conventions.
So far, despite the irregularities
and fights of credentials ahead ,
the democratic party and its reforms has proved one thing: you
can work within the system for
change. It can be done. It has
been proved that those who disapprove can organize and in many
areas , take over; and if nothing
else, and this is a big contribution,
it can prove to the skeptics that
the system can work, that there is
no legitimate excuse to cop out,
and that -no longer can it be said
with credibility that you can't
fight city hall, because you can
and it is being done now. And
that is a very exciting thing. The
very free swinging and openness
of the democratic party operation
is bound to force the republicans
into a new degree of openness,
too.
So this political reform is the
second major change. Together
with the effects of the summit ,
these changes give you a different
world from the one your predecessors entered 25 years ago
and from the one your predecessors entered last year.
Now I'd like to talk a little.
about Presidents and the Press.
Just as there is none among us
who actually enjoys criticism,

Sheehan, the reporter who broke
the story of the Pentagon papers .
The White House did not like the
reporting of Daniel Schor, a CBS
correspondent , and not only went
to· his boss, but also had the F.B.I.
check on him - supposedly to see
if he should be asked to work for
the White House. That's a laugh
and everyone knows it. This sort
of intimidation only backfires. As
Scotty Reston of the New York
Times put it, this is the most
closed administration since the
last World War , and all the Nixon
attempts at secrecy intended to
protect the President only enhance his image as tricky and
manipulative.
The dangerous thing in the past
few weeks is the apparent attempt
to intimidate the press and blame
it for not reporting favorably on
the Nixon activities . That was the
tenor of the speech by Mr. Bray ,
the new acting head of the F .B.I.
and by the favorite presidential
speechwriter, Pat Buchanan , who
suggested that there will be antitrust action against the network
news programs if they continue to
display an alleged liberal bias.

palace with bad news, the king
would chop off the head of the
messenger. Sometimes we feel like
the messengers.
This is not to exonerate the
press. We know Mr. Agnew hit a
responsive note when he attacked
the press, because he got so much
sympathy from both the John
Birchers and the Black Panthers .
We realize we need improving. But
what was wrong was Mr. Agnew's
blatant intimidation. The Vice
President said , "We will make
them change." Later he explained
that he meant that "public
opinion" would make reporters
change. But what happened?
There were more subpeonas for
our notebooks and that is the
kind of threat a free press cannot
tolerate and we will not.
The relationship between the
politician and the reporter is a
fascinating one , with built in antipathies. As officials , their job is to
exhort the people to action - to
insist on a better life . To lead is
their job . On the other hand , our
job , as reporters , is to put before
the public the unfinished business
of our time. It is our duty , no
matter what administration is in
· Washington or the State House, to
seek quicker and better solutions
and ask why not? It is our duty to

"... the Democratic party and its reforms has proved one
thing: you can work within the system for change."
Reporters try to be fair and
that is why we are so outraged at
attacks on the integrity of the
press by Vice President Agnew. As
Chet Huntley said, it may take
years to undo the damage done by
his criticism. He had encouraged
other Americans to deprecate
their heritage of the richest and
freest press in the world. We are
not the cheer leaders of society

nor the sycophants, which is the
role of reporters in the non-free
world. The attacks on the press
have raised a good deal of sympathy among those who do not
like what they hear on television.
In fact, those of us who have
broadcast a daily news program
sometimes feel that we're back in
the days of the Persian kings :
when a messenger arrived at the

be impatient.
For you graduates , your role ,
as I see it, has been similar to that
of the reporter, the professional
critic. In school, as you developed
your ideas, you were trained to be
critical of all around you . But
here at school you have had the
protection of a cocoon and now
you must leave it and fly. You no
longer have the Juxur_y of criticism, at least not passive criticism .
If you don't like the scene, change
it.
I am genuinely happy to report
from Washington that after the
political reforms , and after the
summits, the climate is opportune
for change within the system and
without some of the tension and
fears that have burdened us
before.

"It is a time of new hope. A time when you can leave
here with the knowledge that men have taken bold steps
to try to avoid the collision course of total
annihilation."
by fall, President Nixon will be
defeated. It is even more remote
to think that the helpless, weakkneed, impotent Congress will
ever pull itself together and refuse
to send more money to support a
government in South Viet Nam
which has been supported by us
too long for our good and theirs.
The President was not back 24
hours when the summit was off
the front page and Viet Nam,
inflation, and unemployment
were back, which means we have a
lot of problems to solve and the
democrats tell us they have the
solutions.
There is no political pro who is
openly sanguine about democratic
chances to defeat President
Nixon. But if we have learned any
lesson this year about politics, it is
that we should not predict.
The democratic party will meet
in Miami Beach with 5,308 delegates and alternates - 90% of
whom have never gone to a con-

there has never been a President
who hasn't at some time been
outraged by the press. It started
with George Washington; he
reputedly cancelled his subscriptions when he left office.
As for President Nixon's press
relations, remember he entered
the White House only six years
after his famous "last press conference" in which he scowled to
reporters, "You won't have old
Nixon to kick around any more."
His relations with the press are
proper and distant - which is as it
should be. But Mr. Nixon and
those around him are, I believe,
psychotic about the press.
Probably the only time in their
lives they have felt that they got a
good press was during the Moscow
summit.
They seem to think there is
some kind of conspiracy by the
press to "get them." The F.B.I.
has inquired into the private life
and even the bank account of Neil

Dr. and Mrs. Thomas S. Smith and Mrs. Arthur Remley, right, wife of
the former chairman of the Lawrence Board of Trustees, viewed a
bronze sculpture on display in the Worcester Art Center during the May
125th anniversary celebration. The work, by Isamu Noguchi, was one of
many art works from the collection of Mrs. Harry Lynde Bradley of
Milwaukee loaned to the university for a special anniversary showing.

